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CHAPTER ONE
INTRODUCTION
Introduction
Since 2019 cultural understanding of racism in the United States has changed drastically
(Horowitz, 2019). Some people with socioeconomic and racial privilege are now aware that
racism is still here, and the ways that it continues on are pervasive and deceiving (Banaji et al.,
2021). As a white, middle-class, woman who has access to higher education and other life
experiences as a result of a cultural system that helps me succeed at a greater proportion than
people of color, it is my duty to understand the need for diversity, equity, and inclusion. It is up
to us, the people who have had a life made easier and better due to our race, to do the work of
mediating the unbalanced systems of power. I seek to explore social and environmental injustices
and a way to find a holistic solution to these cultural crises.
Environmental conservation is often perceived as a white issue and a luxury and is very
seldom considered in tandem with social justice (Bullard, 2007).In some traditional fields like
ecology, it is contended that environmental degradation and social injustice are unrelated except
in the context of environmental justice work (Washington et al., 2018). It is my assertion that
there needs to be a broader way to interpret the relationships between environmental
conservation and social justice. Ecological justice (ecojustice) is the idea that humanity lives
within natural limits in relation to all creation, and includes social justice participation in the
decision-making regarding sustainable use of natural resources (Martusewicz et al., 2015). The
purpose of this research is to determine how can an ecojustice education framework help address
environmental equity in the Upstate of South Carolina?
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In this chapter I will guide readers along my personal journey to asking my research
question and how it has shaped my understanding of justice and conservation. First, I will
describe the context for which my research question began in both a personal and professional
sense. From there, I will explain the rationale behind selecting this topic, and explain the
significance of this research and the stakeholders involved. Lastly, I will summarize this chapter
so we are prepared for literature review in chapter two.
Personal Experiences
The journey that has brought me to ask this question began in 2020 with the onslaught of
the pandemic, the prevalence of racially-motivated police shootings, and the social justice
movements that followed. At the beginning of that same year I was working as an informal
environmental educator at one of the University of Georgia’s 4-H Centers. Due to the pandemic,
my supervisors made the decision to send all staff home to work remotely until the completion of
the work season that May. This shift due to the pandemic prompted me to continue my education
and enroll with Hamline University School of Education for Masters of Education in
Environmental Education and Natural Science.
The first course I took was Environment and Society, and the purpose of this course was
to teach us the ways in which our culture interacts with our environment. However, this class
was quite memorable because the professor methodically oriented the class platform to reflect
the course’s concepts within the scope of environmental and social injustices highlighted in the
Summer of 2020. This was the first time I genuinely questioned the pervasive whiteness of my
education, profession, and everything environmentally related in my life. I began to take
responsibility for my racial blindness and really dove into questions of race, equity, and inclusion
within the scope of environmental education.

8

Going forward in the program, I was given the opportunity to select elective classes that
could be more specific to my interests. Therefore, I took classes that were geared to further
enlighten me about inequity in environmental education. I was thirsty for a reason why people of
color were not generally students, teachers, administrators, or even stakeholders surrounding
more than just education, but the environment and natural resources as a collective whole.
In the spring of 2021, I took a course by the name of Equity and Inclusion. In the span of
this class I became keenly aware of the reasons why our culture perpetuates a standard that
restricts people of color from enjoying, learning in, learning from, and going into professions
that are centered around natural spaces. It is because traditional cultural norms manipulate the
idea that social justice and environmental issues are unrelated. This stems from an idea that in
order for issues of social justice to be truly understood, they cannot be impeded by other issues
deemed unrelated. To participate, study, or work for one, you are unable to meaningfully engage
with the other. My convoluted way of thinking about this subject was challenged by the idea of
ecojustice justice.
At that point I was hooked on the idea of an eco justice education framework
(Martusewicz et al., 2015). It was what consumed my thoughts, conversations, reading material,
and perspectives that shaped how I began to see the world and its problems. It represented a
moment in which I saw new meaning in my study and the possibility of a future profession.
Professional Experiences
In November 2021, I applied to work with a local environmental non profit organization
that focused on conservation of the Upstate of South Carolina. The “Upstate” refers to the top ten
counties of the northwestern corner of South Carolina, USA. This area is known for its
remarkable natural features, landscapes, and resources. Therefore, naturally, this nonprofit
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organization that conserves this land is called Upstate Forever. This organization is highly
regarded in my community, and is an organization that I developed immense respect for
throughout the seven years that I had lived in the Upstate going to college and then settling
thereafter. I was hired as the Clean Water Associate at Upstate Forever just before Christmas of
2021.
Once joining this organization I was elated to understand that they were actively trying to
incorporate more diversity, equity, and inclusion (DEI) into their organization as a whole. They
explained on many occasions that they are at the preliminary stages of doing this work, and
desire new staff to lend their expertise to this goal. It was at this point that I saw an opportunity
to facilitate a research project that could not only benefit my educational and personal interests,
but also be of benefit to the professional sector of my life as well. I saw a need for relating an
ecojustice education framework and conservation, and what better way to explore this
relationship than to consider how it plays out in the Upstate of South Carolina. This is what
brings my journey back around to the question, how can an ecojustice education framework help
address environmental equity in the Upstate of South Carolina?
Rationale
Although my time with my new organization has just begun, I have invested myself into
understanding the ways in which it has already promoted DEI, how it wishes to do it in the
future, and the problems that often stand in the way of achieving this goal. One resounding
conflict is that there is such a muddled understanding of the relationship that a land conservation
organization should have with social justice. Environmental groups in the Upstate are learning to
authentically and confidently advocate for equity among their projects such as land protection
and other forms of environmental advocacy.
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The issue remains that a lot of the people having these conversations are white people of
privilege, and it continues to be very difficult to find unification with social justice groups to
orient the conversation (Bullard, 2007). In addition, it is a challenge for predominantly white
organizations to aid in conversations about equity in conservation because few staff feel
confident that what they say will be received and interpreted correctly. While they often have the
right intentions, they do not have the terminology and foundation to lead these conversations. It
is my goal that this research can find takeaway points for organizations in similar situations to
accurately frame their conversations, projects, and plans in a way that respects the nuances of
conservation organizations trying to help in issues that are related to the livelihoods of people of
color and the environment around them. It is the aim of this research to find unity among
philosophical framework and practical, action-oriented sustainability principles in order to
achieve communities that represent longevity and democracy.
Conclusion
Finding common ground with environmental conservation and social justice is of the
utmost importance as we continue to tackle the issues of today. The first step of this process is to
understand the intersectionality of cultural and environmental degradation. Questions pertaining
to cultural values and hierarchical systems that impact how we treat the environment, and all
living things within it, are crucially important to what the immediate decades will look like. An
ecojustice education framework can aid in finding common ground surrounding the
unsustainable issues that present generations are facing. An ecojustice education framework can
teach us about the unconscious ways that we place value that undermines diversity, sustainability,
and equity. It is the goal of this research to bridge the gap between philosophical arguments
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concerning justice, sustainability concepts, and actionable tools that conservationists can
implement to facilitate well-rounded and equity-driven work.
In the following chapter I will facilitate an in-depth literature review on ecojustice
education theory. Further, I will utilize this theoretical framework to discuss discourses and
solutions to conservation of sustainable communities. From there, I will discuss the significance
of my study area, the Upstate of South Carolina, and the ways an ecojustice education
framework can help the development of consistent and value-driven conservation. Lastly, I will
use this framework to create a workshop that educates people working within conservation, or
similar fields, about an ecojustice education framework-driven conservation strategy.
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CHAPTER TWO
Literature Review
Introduction
In today’s world, there are many issues, both cultural and environmental, that raise
concerns amongst varying generations. Additionally, people working within organizations aimed
to help in certain areas, don’t feel comfortable talking on issues outside of their professional
scope. Specifically, people working in and among environmental groups understand social
dilemmas, and care, but some don’t feel like they have the knowledge, tools, and vocabulary to
speak on issues outside of their organization’s principle scope. In order for people to be effective
in changing our culture and solving these problems, it is time to seke new solutions.
There are several pivotal topics explored in this chapter to answer the question of how
can an ecojustice education framework help address environmental equity in the Upstate of
South Carolina? First, an overview of ecojustice theory and educational application will be given
to help readers understand this component of this question. Next, this chapter will delve into how
ecojustice compares to environmental justice. Ecojustice and environmental justice are often
confused with one another, and many specialists in each of the fields contend that they are
fundamentally different disciplines (Washington et al., 2018). This section will unpack the
similarities and differences between the two and relate this to the next important component of
my research question: sustainability and conservation science. In the sustainability and
conservation science section, there will be a thorough review of the different components of
conservation and how this discipline represents the intersection of environment and culture
which is exemplified in ecojustice. Lastly, all three of these topics, ecojustice, environmental
justice, and conservation will be analyzed within the context of the Upstate of South Carolina.
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Grounding this conversation to the Upstate is critical to see how these concepts are demonstrated
in real life through history and present day concerns in this immensely complex and rapidly
changing area.
Ecojustice
To begin answering the question, how can an ecojustice education framework help
address environmental equity in the Upstate of South Carolina? One must understand what
ecojustice is. To do this, different definitions and theories surrounding ecojustice will be
thoroughly analyzed. Additionally, this section will identify how ecojustice thinking translates to
application in educational terms.
Ecojustice Theory
Ecojustice is defined as, “The understanding that local and global ecosystems are
essential to all life; challenging the deep cultural assumptions underlying modern thinking that
undermine those systems; and the recognition of the need to restore the cultural and
environmental commons” (Martusewicz et al., 2015, p.23). A former tendency of academia is to
categorize the world’s problems into two camps: environmental crisis and cultural crisis
(Mueller, 2008). Ecojustice, on the contrary, is an emerging field of theory and inquiry that looks
at the cultural crisis of the environmental crisis (Dentith & Thompson, 2017). It is the
assumption of this ecojustice that in order to combat the environmental and social injustices of
today, that we cannot continue perceiving these as separate issues. Moreover, by linking these
two crises, it helps people to understand that it is human thinking and behaviors that must change
(Dentith & Thompson, 2017).
It is traditionally assumed and accepted that human beings are distinct and not part of the
natural world. With this understanding, it is very easy for people to disassociate from other living
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and non-living things. With this dissociation comes an unfamiliarity and disconnection with
valuing things outside of their purpose to serve humankind. This mindset is threatening and
unstable because it easily leads to inequitable and unsustainable practices (Washington et al.,
2018).
Anthropocentrism Versus Ecocentrism
In philosophical terms, the interactions between humans and the environment can be
described as anthropocentrism versus ecocentrism. Anthropocentrism describes the philosophical
mindset in which value is placed on all things in terms of its utility to humankind (Washtington
et al., 2018). According to anthropocentrism, the value of a forest would be determined by its
yield in lumber or in other measurable terms according to its utility for humans. On the other
hand, ecocentrism is the idea that all things, living and nonliving, have intrinsic value
(Washtington et al., 2018). This value is not determined by its usefulness to people, but rather
has value for itself and the systems to which it is part of (Washtington et al., 2018). An
ecocentric worldview is therefore the starting point of ecojustice theory. Ecojustice is a
worldview in which humans and non-human organisms, species, ecosystems, and ecosystem
processes all have intrinsic moral value (Washington et al., 2018). In many ways, as we will see
further in this literature, this is quite similar to modern conservation science (Kareiva & Marvier,
2012).
The idea of all things having intrinsic value aside from usefulness to humans is an
uncommon worldview maintained by Western culture (Morrison, 2018). Western culture is often
viewed as advanced due to the disproportionate wealth and other infrastructure compared to
countries in other parts of the world that still maintain traditional ways of life (Morrison, 2018).
However, westernized societies that are deemed as advanced or developed generally are linked
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with the destruction of environments and human communities (Morrison, 2018). This is a result
of culturally maintained value hierarchies that emphasize the importance of dominance.
Martusewicz et al. (2015) defined value-hierarchized thinking as,
“A way of thinking that depends on a ranking system where we value some and
devalue others. Seeing some groups or cultures as having more value than others;
or seeing humans as having more worth than any other species. Hierarchized
thinking makes racism, sexism, and anthropocentrism, for example, possible.”
(pp. 52 & 93)
When we understand Western culture through ideas such as value-hierarchized thinking, it then
becomes clearer where the intersections of cultural and environmental issues are.
Western thinking and modern mindsets rest on ways of life that promote progress,
consumption, and development (Morrison, 2018). Through a value-hierarchy, we can see that all
of these ideas tend to garner more support because they are seen as what allow our civilizations
to advance (Morrison, 2018). However, the consequences of that advancement are often seen
when we take a moment to understand the destruction of traditional cultures and their
knowledge, and the vitality of all other living things (Washington et al., 2018). This is where we
arrive at the understanding that there is a cultural and ecological crisis. Our ecological crisis is
tangible as we have scientific evidence of the sixth extinction caused by anthropogenic climate
change (Washington et al., 2018).
Cultural Crisis
The cultural crisis is more difficult to internalize, but no less destructive. The cultural
crisis lies in how we understand, reproduce, and rationalize domination among each other and
with the natural world (Martusewicz, 2018). The solution to the cultural crisis rests in our ability
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to ask the following question: what do we need to change? Ecojustice theory rests in the answer
that we first must understand what we need to change in order to change well. (Martusewicz,
2018).
A solution to these problems is proposed by Bowers (2017) who locates intersectionality
by finding the cultural roots of the ecological crisis and the need for a revitalization of a concept
referred to as the cultural commons through ecojustice education (p. 53). According to Bowers
(2017), in order to shift from a consumer-driven culture to a community-driven culture, one
needs an ecojustice education approach. According to Bowers (2017) the principles of an
ecojustice education approach include: eliminating eco-racism, eliminating the colonization of
other cultures, the need to revitalize the world’s diversity of cultural commons, the need to
pursue lifestyles that do not diminish the prospects of future generations, the need to respect the
rights of nature, and understanding the cultural roots of the problem (p. 54).
The term cultural commons is a resounding concept within ecojustice education theory. It
is utilized as a solution by many to combat the cultural roots of the ecological crisis
(Martusewicz et al., 2015). “The cultural commons that exist in every community are less
dependent on a money economy. They also strengthen community self-reliance, have a smaller
ecological footprint, and promote the discovery of personal talents and interests that are a
community’s true source of wealth” (Bowers, 2017, p. 54). By revitalizing and improving a
community's cultural commons, a community can rediscover cultural identity and reinstate
practices that have smaller adverse environmental impacts and that do not require the
exploitation of other country’s resources (Griswold, 2017).
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Internalizing Ecojustice Theory
Understanding ecojustice is one thing, but putting it into practice is another. Grappling
with ecojustice theory is not just an intellectual process. It tends to be quite emotional,
psychological, and takes time because, “...personal internalization comes before practical
application” (Morrison, 2018, p. 111). Ecojustice requires someone to internalize and accept the
ways that culture and language have shaped value-hierarchized thinking (Martusewicz, 2018).
Language determines how we describe, understand, and animate all things we
consciously and unconsciously interact with (Martusewicz et al., 2015). Therefore, language is a
pivotal component of ecojustice due to its significant role at filtering and animating where we
see value (Martusewicz et al., 2015). Therefore, it is a tedious process to properly internalize and
help others to understand ecojustice theory. According to Morrison’s (2018) study on helping
educators reframe Western culture to ecojustice, participants valued being in specific and
targeted groups because they could be honest, vulnerable, supported, connected, inspired, and
challenged (Morrison, 2018).
When considering how to reframe Western culture, it is essential to recognize that
teaching ecojustice is not something that can be done lightly. There needs to be an emphasis on
developing comfortable, open-dialogue environments that foster vulnerability. It is hard for
people to understand the ways that they are unconsciously perpetuating issues, but it is the
responsibility of educators to facilitate that transition (Griswold, 2018; Morrison, 2018).
Therefore, ecojustice theory needs education to take form in society.
Discourses in Ecojustice Theory
Before jumping into ecojustice education concepts and analysis, there are some key
points of discourse in theory that should be addressed. First, ecojustice is often accused of being
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anti-human in nature. This idea has been resoundingly refuted by the fact that ecocentrism
doesn’t neglect to value humankind, but that it offers a shift that humankind is not the sole
determinant of what has value (Washington et al., 2018).This discourse is important to highlight
because people have an intense discomfort with the possibility of nonhuman value coming
before value to humankind (Washington et al., 2018). Therefore, it is important to make it clear
that the aim of ecojustice is to refute the greater value assumption that maintains where in any
conflict between nature and humans, humans are always paramount (Curry, 2011). In summary,
it is important to remember that just because ecojustice is oriented to expand the threshold of
consideration further than human utility, it is fundamentally not anti-human (Washington et al.,
2018).
Ecological Crisis
The second discourse discovered while investigating ecojustice theory was the debate
concerning the use of the term ecological crisis. This term is utilized to articulate anthropogenic
climate change (Washington et al., 2018) or to encapsulate environmental issues as a collective
(Bowers, 2017; Dentith & Thompson, 2017; Martusewicz et al, 2015). The use of the term
ecological crisis was challenged by Mueller (2008). While Mueller (2008) understands the use of
ecological crisis as a grounds for educational reform, he sees it to be problematic in terms of
further marginalization of diverse groups of people (Mueller, 2008). It is his contention that the
ecological crisis is more a cultural issue and based in the perception of tragedy rather than
science (Mueller, 2008). Moreover, Mueller (2008) states that, “Relying on crisis-talk to fuel
social and environmental justice and environmentalism reinforces the thinking of the past, which
reinforces cultural attitudes which frame our relationships with others and the natural world” (p.
1031). In summary, Mueller (2008) brings up the possibility that having crisis-driven reform
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might actually inhibit progress for the ecojustice movement because it will do more to have a
frenzied response to environmental problems rather than promoting awareness around the belief
that a more sustainable lifestyle is beneficial to individuals, communities, and ecosystems as a
whole (p. 1031).
Moving forward, the use of the term ecological crisis or environmental crisis will be used
with the intention of communicating environmental issues as a collective. While it is
understandable to critique the use of crisis-motivated talk, it does the best to unite terminology
and therefore will aid us in bridging the gap between ecojustice, environmental justice, and
sustainability.
Ecojustice Education
Ecojustice education is an attempt to unlearn or deconstruct how westernized culture has
shaped our perception, which impacts our understanding of how humans relate to the earth, how
we relate to those who are different, how we define progress and civilization (Morrision, 2018).
Furthermore, the purpose of ecojustice education is to aptly prepare citizens for their role in
creating sustainable and democratic communities (Martusewicz et al, 2015). With this in mind, it
makes sense for ecojustice education to be summarized as a “pedagogy of responsibility” which
teaches all students to ask the question about their ethical obligations to their community
(Martusewicz et al, 2015). We will explore several key facets of research pertaining to ecojustice
education: youth ecojustice education, adult ecojustice education, and community-based
education.
Youth Ecojustice Education
“Educators around the world are seeking ways to respond to ecological challenges.”
(Paige et al., 2016, p. 260) However, on top of this need, schools and educators alike are under
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immense pressure to help students perform according to standards upheld by educational
administrators. This pressure often neglects to see and teach the importance of interdisciplinary
concepts central to combatting ecological challenges. “Connecting school science with social,
political, and economic concerns is as old as science education itself” (Paige et al., 2016, P.263).
Further, it is well known that science education should take a more interdisciplinary approach
because real world science application is interdisciplinary and actively involves personal and
cultural components (Paige et al., 2016).
Including ecojustice in science education is paramount to restoration of the cultural and
environmental commons through re-establishing the interdependence of people on people, of
people on other species, and other ecosystems for the survival and for the well-being of future
generations (Kruger et al., 2020). Moreover, an ecojustice education is what can truly inform
people of present crises while offering positive human-environmental relationships rather than
isolating ‘people problems’ from ‘environmental problems’(Dentith & Thompson, 2017).
Community-Based Ecojustice Education
Some examples of ecojustice education of youth present positive and intersectional
education. According to a case study facilitated by Sperling and Bencze (2015), youth
participation ecojustice education through food system curriculum and social inequities analysis
yielded significant impact to youth understanding of scientific concepts, marginalization of
people and other country’s food resources, and the importance of citizen participation (P. 265). A
common occurrence we see in youth education is that administrators tend to lean away from
interdisciplinary and experiential education because that isn’t something that prepares students
for standardized testing. However, it is case studies like these that exemplify the resounding
success of teaching integrated principles that prepare students to understand marginalization of
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people, individual health needs, and the needs of a community, environment and economy
(Sperling & Bencze, 2015).
Adult Ecojustice Education
The next facet of ecojustice education is concerned with the education of adults. “Adult
education can serve as a catalyst for sustainability and ecojustice education” (Griswold, 2017).
This is because adults are able to recognize and pull from their own experiences with the cultural
commons and generally have a lifetime supply of knowledge that exemplifies the ways that
unsustainable practices have grown in tandem with consumerism (Griswold, 2017).
Comparatively, it tends to be adult education institutions such as community organizations and
universities that perpetuate western-middle class values that neglect consideration of
environmental limits by being so specifically oriented towards job preparedness (Bowers, 2017).
Moreover, the resounding issue that is perpetuated in adult education is that the teaching is
oriented to value individualism and career success and not how to live sustainably (Bowers,
2017).
While youth ecojustice education is paramount, it is the role of adult educators to help
students recognize ecologically sustainable and community strengthening traditions that they can
carry forward (Bowers, 2017). Moreover, it is adults that have the capacity to act and recognize
that the basis for a sustainable and democratic community is the recognition of the importance of
biological and cultural diversity and the need to make decisions that take into account all who
will be most affected (Kruger et al., 2020). Adults, with the help of adult ecojustice educators,
can make decisions that directly impact current communities by identifying what aspects of daily
life have not yet been entirely integrated into a money economy and determining what is the
ecological footprint of these cultural commons activities (Bowers, 2017).
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There are several key components that adult ecojustice educators can utilize to have a
greater impact when teaching ecojustice. First, educators need to have a clear worldview, specific
language and teach adults to care about the issue before expecting them to internalize the
knowledge without gaining a personal connection (Griswold, 2017). The best way to facilitate
personal connection with this material is to relate it to their own community (Kruger et al.,
2020). In addition, with students being able to pull on their own understanding of their
community’s cultural commons, ecojustice connections are enhanced when they are made with
other people from the community (Kruger et al., 2020). Finally, when adults are able to make
connections with the cultural commons with others from the community, they are able to
recognize consumer tendencies that degrade the environment (Dentith & Thompson, 2017) and
gain interest in re-learning cultural skills that support sustainable ecosystems (Bowers, 2017).
In the following section of this literature review, we will analyze another discourse maintained in
ecojustice theory: how ecojustice compares to environmental justice. Many people make the
common mistake of using these terms interchangeably, but the following section will outline
what helps them become distinct and how they are both central to the application of holistic
development and conservation.
Environmental Justice
What you think of when you hear the word “environment” is often images of natural
landscapes and places where you would find natural resources and wildlife. However, the word
environment is more specifically defined as the surroundings and conditions in which a person
lives (U.S. EPA, 2021). By this definition, the environment includes your home, place of work,
schools, and community parks. All of these places are where people spend their time and
therefore impact a person’s overall health, happiness, and well-being (Alston, 1990).

23

Environmental justice advocates contend that a healthy environment is a fundamental and
essential component of a healthy life. The goal of environmental justice is that all people have
access to environments that are safe, clean, and healthy. “Environmental justice is the fair
treatment and meaningful involvement of all people regardless of race, color, national origin, or
income, with respect to the development, implementation, and enforcement of environmental
laws, regulations, and policies. (U.S. EPA, 2021)
History of Environmental Justice
The environmental justice movement was founded on the principle of people speaking for
themselves (Alston, 1990). At the source of many environmental justice issues was the fact that
people in power, and those who were able to make decisions for how a community was
developed, were generally white men (Bullard, 2007). As a result, racist and segregationist
motivations led many of these decision-makers to allow for disproportionate industries of
pollution, power plants, and waste disposal areas to be placed in proximity to predominantly low
income areas or communities that were minority concentrated (Bullard, 2007). Environmental
justice is concerned with any hazard or setback that is a component of a person’s environment
that could diminish their health, well-being, and overall quality of life. Smart growth, as
addressed in the Conservation section of this literature review, contends that people of color need
to be empowered decision-makers to represent the needs of diverse communities (Bullard, 2007).
The overarching goal of environmental justice is for the fair allocation of environmental burdens
regardless of race, color, ethnicity, or socioeconomic status (U.S. EPA, 2021). Lastly, people of
color have greater health and environmental risks compared to society at large (Institute of
Medicine, 1999).
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Throughout history, white decision-makers utilized political, governmental, and
economic infrastructure to localize polluting industries in communities of color. This was first
done with land use zoning, and specifically exclusionary zoning. Exclusionary zoning permitted
otherwise ‘dirty’ and ‘unsafe’ industry to be developed in communities of color (Rabin, 1999).
The next mechanism was the segregation or dismantling of public transportation. Transportation
discrimination started over a centrury ago in train cars, carried through to bus boycotts of the
civil rights movement, and persists today with the lack of ownership or public transit services in
some of most rapidly developing metropolitan areas in the U.S. (Bullard, 2007). Without car
ownership or public transportation, people of color are adversely affected due to the inability to
reach community members and necessary jobs (Bullard, 2007). Today, urban sprawl exacerbates
the issues with the lack of public transit because it makes it even more difficult for low income
people and/or people of color to access necessary services (Tempesta, 2015).
In the pursuit of finding out why poor, minority households are disproportionately
exposed to environmental pollution, Arogundade (2021) discovered 1) pure discrimination
among groups of polluters, 2) location cost considerations, and 3) migratory response of
households to pollution (Arogundade, 2021). Within this study, location cost analysis considered
the input, transportation, and location cost-related factors while migratory analysis considered if
migration can explain disproportionate exposure of poorer and minority groups to pollution
(Arogundade, 2021). The results of this study indicated that poor and minority groups are more
exposed to toxic environments because they migrated to live where they are, but location costs
and other factors explain why these groups are more exposed to pollution (Arogundade, 2021).
This study is significant because the links between environmental injustice and segregation are
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historically recognized, but it shines light on the fact that polluting industries capitalize on the
lower cost of establishment and maintenance within these communities (Arogundade, 2021).
Modern Applications of Environmental Justice
While traditional uses of environmental justice were concentrated in the mitigation of the
adversely affected groups by environmental degradation, modern environmental justice seeks to
understand, and motivate policy to look at this in a different light (Kruize et al., 2019). Instead of
putting the focus on degraded environments negatively impacting people, it looks to study and
increase awareness of holistic solutions that create better environments that in turn, better serve
communities (WHO, 2016). Therefore, the future of environmental justice seeks a more holistic
approach to how we interpret sustainable communities, how we create intergenerational equity,
and how to promote the conservation of green spaces for themselves and the communities in
which people live to serve universal health needs (Dapeng, 2002; Kruize et al., 2019; Middleton,
2003).
Concentrated Poverty and Intergenerational Equity
One of the most common factors that links environmental degradation with minority or
low-income communities is the prevalence of concentrated poverty (Brown, 2011). Residents
where 20-40% of the population lives at or below poverty face extreme barriers to opportunities
that provide a better quality of life (Brown, 2011). One of the best strategies recommended to
combat concentrated poverty is community development. Community development is a strategy
by which local, state, and federal governments attempt to assist these issues of distressed
neighborhoods by: 1) maintaining a place-based and people-based strategy, 2) citizen
involvement, 3) public and private partnerships (Brown, 2011). This means that there is no
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‘one-size-fits-all’ approach to the mitigation of concentrated poverty. Instead, it is the
responsibility of communities to come together to aid in the solutions themselves.
Considering the nuances of concentrated poverty, it is essential for this to be a component
of how we define sustainable development. Furthermore, sustainable development must also be
looked at in terms of the role that the economy plays in how future generations will be able to
live on this planet. Economics are the drivers of massive change on this planet and future
generations may be born into a very different way of life than our own as a result of the
irreversible consequences resulting from changes to the environment (Dapeng, 2002). Therefore,
sustainability is intrinsically a matter of intergenerational equity and economic development
must be analyzed from perspectives of resource exhaustion, developmental sustainability, and
intergenerational equity (Dapeng, 2002). “Sustainability, by sustaining a decent way of living for
as long as possible, is intrinsically about equity.” (Dapeng, 2002, P. 8) How much of the world’s
resources is it fair for the current generations to utilize? (Dapeng, 2002)
Environmental Justice Versus Ecojustice in terms of Conservation
When trying to connect the two disciplines of environmental justice and ecojustice, it is
important to reflect on who justice is for. It is the contention of ecojustice scholars that ecojustice
seeks justice for the environment itself and for culture. However, environmental justice is
concerned with the environment in terms of how it serves people (Washington et al., 2018).
Therefore, it can be argued that environmental justice is innately anthropocentric as it does not
seek protection and conservation of the environment itself (Washington et al., 2018). Therefore,
while it is important to consider how negatively impacted environments negatively impact
human health, it is not the sole solution to conserve nature aside from human utility.
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In the following section, Sustainability and Conservation Science, it will address how
conservation utilizes environmental justice to drive a balance for protecting vulnerable
components of nature and the vulnerable people that are most affected by environmental
degradation. However, it is important to remind readers of the greater value assumption
mentioned in the Ecojustice section that states: where in any conflict between nature and
humans, humans are always paramount (Curry, 2011), and if that should be the case. The
fundamental consideration is thinking in terms of the environment for itself as well as balancing
human needs.
Sustainability and Conservation Science
The disciplines of sustainability and conservation science are called into question
regarding a holistic approach to addressing cultural and environmental crises. In traditional, and
still some modern academia, the cultural crisis is addressed by social justice efforts, while
sustainability and conservation are concerned with the environmental crisis. This
conceptualization is rapidly changing as conservation is beginning to recognize the importance
of human populations and their impact on the environment (Kareiva & Marvier, 2017).
Additionally, current ecojustice research, conversation, and application of its components are
largely stuck in theory. Therefore, looking at ecojustice through the lens of conservation science
provides an opportunity to see these concepts in practice. Throughout this subtopic, we will
explore the intersectionality of environmental science, human well-being, and different
mechanisms that balance the needs of people with nature.
Definitions
For the purposes of this literature review the following definitions from, Kareiva & Marvier,
(2017):
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Conservation science: the field of study that seeks to understand the impacts
humans have on species, habitats, and ecosystems and to provide tools for
protecting or restoring those parts of nature that humanity values; the
interdisciplinary application of principles and tools from biology economics,
political science, psychology, and many other disciplines for the protection of
biodiversity and ecosystem services.
Sustainable development: economic growth that meets the needs of the current
generation while ensuring a healthy and viable world for future generations.
(pp. 571 & 578)
Understanding these terms at the precipice of this chapter aims to help readers understand the
nuanced and varying components of conservation science. With these terms, we can see
connections emerge between ecojustice and environmental justice in terms of how they are
applied more broadly than education through the use of conservation.
Urbanization and Urban Sprawl
Urbanization refers to the process by which large numbers of people become permanently
concentrated in relatively small areas, forming cities (Kruize et al., 2019). Urbanization was
created by the concentrating of large numbers of workers and their families in cities via
industrialization. This ultimately led to modern living being unquestionably urban for a vast
majority of the world's population for centuries to come. “Around the world, more than half the
population lives in cities and urban areas, and in several countries like the UK or the
Netherlands, this fraction is over 70% and growing.” (Eeckhout & Hedtrich, 2021, p.1).
Moreover, urbanization is associated with the rapidly increasing human populations which
makes it a significant driver in land use change across the world (Brown & Quinn, 2018).
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The densification of cities often results in the removal or degradation of existing green
space in ways that are difficult to reverse (WHO, 2016). Moreover, by the year 2050, global
human populations are projected to reach 9.8 billion which will inevitably result in the extensive
increase in urban infrastructure (United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs,
2017). As a result of this increased urbanization, natural ecosystems and vulnerable populations
of people are most at risk (Tempesta, 2015).
In addition to urbanization, urban sprawl, also known as sprawl or suburban sprawl, is an
issue of increasing importance regarding land use changes, environmental sustainability, and
human well-being. Urban sprawl refers to the rapid expansion of the geographic extent of cities
and towns, often characterized by low-density residential housing, single-use zoning, and
increased reliance on the private automobile for transportation (Bullard, 2007). Urban sprawl is
the result of a need to accommodate rising human populations who desire increased living space
and residential amenities, but is correlated with increased energy consumption, pollution, and
traffic congestion (Gibson & Taft, 2001). Urban sprawl impacts all people, including the poor
and people of color, and is linked to poverty and heightening the separation between income
classes (Bullard, 2007).
With the issues of urbanization and urban sprawl representing the ideal intersectionality
of cultural and environmental crisis, U.S. metropolitan areas are a distinct example of ecojustice
theory in action through conservation science. In these urban areas it is easier to recognize how
issues of environmental degradation are inseparably tied to issues of human health and
wellbeing. In these urban areas we may also understand how the discipline of sustainable
development and conservation science are able to tackle the intersectional and interdisciplinary
challenges of seeking justice in the form of health and maintenance in terms of conserving green
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space and maintaining the health of marginalized communities that live at greater proportions in
urban spaces. For this reason, we will explore the following facets of conservation science and
recognize the ways in which this academic field is able to put ecojustice theory into actionable
practice.
Sustainable and Inclusive Development
Recalling the definition mentioned above, sustainable development refers to economic
growth that meets the needs of the current generation while ensuring a healthy and viable world
for future generations (Kareiva & Marvier, 2017). With this in mind, international organizations,
such as the United Nations, have created Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) to act as a
universal call to action, “The 17 SDGs are integrated – they recognize that action in one area will
affect outcomes in others, and that development must balance social, economic and
environmental sustainability.” (United Nations Development Programme, 2022, p. 443)
The mission of the United Nations’ SDGs is challenged by Gupta and Vegelin (2016)
who argue that reaching the SDGs is hampered by the trade-off made in favor of economic
growth over social and ecological vitality (p. 433). Furthermore, it is their concern whether the
SDGs were written in terms of prioritizing the poor and their ecological issues or if the SDGs
were dominated by the environmental and developmental agenda of the rich (Gupta & Vegelin,
2016). It is their contention that a better alternative to sustainable development would be
inclusive development. Inclusive development pays attention to the social, political, and
ecological aspects of development and is centered around three key elements: social
inclusiveness, ecological inclusiveness, and relational inclusiveness (Gupta & Vegelin, 2016).
Social inclusiveness and environmental inclusiveness are concerned with human rights
and environmental protections respectively. However, the term relational inclusiveness ties in an
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element of ecojustice theory that unites these academic disciplines. Relational inclusiveness is
the recognition that poverty and environmental degradation are often the result of actions taken
by others because of increasing inequality in society and the substance and process of politics
(Mosse, 2010; Gupta & Vegelin, 2016). Therefore, inclusive development and relational
inclusive more specifically, inform overarching sustainable developmental initiatives concerning
holistic justice.
Smart Growth
Smart growth is another discipline within sustainability and conservation science that
addresses holistic and inclusive/sustainable development. Smart growth is centered around the
concern of how our nation’s metropolitan areas can provide opportunities and quality
environments for all residents (Bullard, 2007). Smart growth is intimately tied with
environmental justice principles as it protects the environment and people by rebuilding
inner-city infrastructure and by reducing various forms of pollution by preserving open,
undeveloped space and increasing transportation efficiency (Bullard, 2007). Smart growth and
environmental justice both maintain targeted approaches that mitigate the oppression of people
and the environment by addressing land use zoning, transportation, and including all
stakeholders, especially those who are most at risk, in the development of urban communities
(Bullard, 2007).
Ecosystem Services
When striving to develop urban communities sustainably, inclusively, and in a way that
fosters smart growth, we need to understand the relationships between humans and nature in
order to know exactly how healthy ecosystems support societies. One proposed solution:
utilization of ecosystem services. Ecosystem services refer to the benefits that society receives
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from nature; it is nature's contribution to people (Diaz et al., 2018). Ecosystem services represent
the net relationship between humans and nature and therefore are being recognized as necessary
components to local, national, and international policy such as the United Nations’ SDGs
(Balvanera et al., 2022). Ecosystem services also represent the possible negative outcomes for
future generations of people who benefit from ecosystem services that are now declining as a
result of unsustainable development and anthropogenic climate change (Balvanera et al., 2022).
Some examples of ecosystem services include, but are not limited to food, water, flooding, soil
erosion, disease outbreaks, bumble bees, and invasive and/or harmful species.
To gain a better understanding of ecosystem services, and how the links between humans
and nature are changing, six ecosystem service variable (EESV) classes are proposed: ecological
supply, anthropogenic contribution, demand, use, instrumental value, and relational value
(Balvanera et al., 2022). These EESV classes represent the core variables needed to identify key
changes in relationships between nature and society that contribute to overall human well-being
through ecosystem services. Therefore, it is proposed that ecosystem services represent the
human dimensions in the context of conservation science (Kareiva & Marvier, 2017). Moreover,
it is the contention of other scholars in the conservation science field that ecosystem services be
included into governance and planning in order to maximize the positive impacts of urbanization
all while conserving the benefits gained from natural capital (Brown & Quinn, 2018).
Zoning
Zoning is another important topic when reflecting on the impact of sustainability
concepts on both marginalized people, inclusive development, and maximization of ecosystem
services. First, land use zoning is probably the most broadly applied mechanism to regulate
urban land use in the U.S. (Bullard, 2007). However, zoning is also historically linked to
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environmental justice because of exclusionary zoning. Exclusionary zoning is a subtle form of
using governmental power to perpetuate discriminatory practices by allowing polluting industries
to disproportionately invade marginalized communities (Bullard, 2007). This in turn, is the heart
of the traditional environmental justice movement: people of color being adversely impacted by
pollution and other environmentally degraded activities that impact human health.
However, it is the contention of modern conservation science that zoning may actually be
a tool to advance sustainable development of urban communities. Zoning today can reflect the
interests of diverse stakeholders, can be used to separate incompatible uses and prevent negative
impacts of development, can integrate compatible uses, and can insert land that provides
ecosystem services such as green space and ecological buffers around waterways into urban
spaces (Brown & Quinn, 2018). The goal of conservation science is not to inhibit development.
Instead, the aim of conservation science is to develop appropriate infrastructure because that is
what is essential to quality of life as human populations increase. Some of the best ways to do
this are by incorporating ecosystem services and inclusive, ecosystem and community-driven
zoning into policy (Brown & Quinn, 2018).
Urban Green Space
Urban green spaces represent an opportunity to maximize environmental sustainability,
human health, and health equity. As mentioned previously, as a result of urbanization and urban
sprawl, urban green spaces are being degraded and developed. Moreover, as urban communities
are being developed, saving open green spaces for public benefit is not prioritized because of the
economic advantages to developing (Kruize et al., 2019). However, while urban green space
cannot match the market value of developed urban parcels, it does provide qualities for which
many people would be willing to pay for aesthetic, environmental, leisure, social, and health
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benefits (Kruize et al., 2019). Therefore, while massive positives in urban green space include
positive health and well-being amongst a variety of populations (Holt et al., 2019), a massive
negative is that urban green space increases inequality (Tempesta, 2015). This is because urban
green spaces drive up the prices of housing which tend to drive out lower income groups (Kruize
et al., 2019). Therefore, this drives the need to consider social equity and health equity when
considering the positive health benefits of urban green spaces (Jennings et al., 2016).
First, when considering urban green space, it helps to start with the positives of
environmental sustainability because all natural environment benefits are the foundation for a
healthier human population (Kruize et al., 2019). The environmental impacts of urban green
spaces include trees, parks, riparian buffers, and stormwater adaptations all can help achieve
reductions in air pollution, temperature, impacts of flooding events, water pollution, noise
pollution, and reductions of atmospheric carbon dioxide (WHO, 2016).
Next, when examining the impacts of urban green space on health you see a distinct
association between urban green space and increased psychological, physiological, and social
wellbeing (WHO, 2016; Kruize et al., 2019; Holt et al., 2019). Urban green spaces increase these
forms of human well-being by providing central locations for social interactions, helping reduce
stimulating elements of daily life and stress, and providing physical health benefits through
readily available spaces to exercise (Holt et al., 2019). However, these benefits to health and
well-being are not equally distributed across different human subpopulations (Kruize et al.,
2019). It is suggested that there are massive differences in access and use of urban green spaces
by lower income groups and people from the most deprived communities (WHO, 2016).
Deprived communities include the marginalized racial groups, older people, lower income
groups, and people with the most health problems and the members of deprived communities are
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decidedly the greatest beneficiaries of urban green spaces (Kruize et al., 2019). Therefore, there
needs to be a way to provide urban green spaces to deprived communities in a way that does not
push them out so they can continue living in those areas and experience the health benefits of
urban green space (Kruize et al., 2019).
Relational Values
The last conservation science tool that can be used to address environmental and social
issues are relational values. Relational values can be defined as preferences, principles, and
virtues associated with relationships, both interpersonal and as articulated by policies and social
norms. Relational values can represent cultural identity, social cohesion, social responsibility,
moral responsibility for non-humans, individual identity, and stewardship (Allen et al., 2018).
Understanding and utilizing relational values is essential because, “... values… are embedded
within culture and (re)created through action.” (Allen et al., 2018). They represent a way to
bridge the gap between the philosophical and educational premises of ecojustice, conservation
science, human values, intervention, and policy. Therefore, it is relational values that tie this
argument together in a way that we may see ecojustice as our value framework and intrinsically
link it to the actionable components of conservation science.
In the following section of this literature review, we will discover the intersections of the
previous topics by grounding the conversation to a place that has experienced and is still
grappling with these issues. The Upstate of South Carolina represents an ideal stage to
understand the roles of ecojustice, environmental justice, and conservation because it has very
deep roots in segregation and economic downfall, but today is rapidly developing into a
beautified and nationally recognized destination for urban green space.
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Upstate South Carolina
South Carolina
South Carolina was first colonized by the French and Spanish in the 1520’s, and then
became a permanent British colony by 1670 (Jones, 1971). South Carolina played an important
role in the Revolutionary and Civil Wars, the Reconstruction, and the textile industry, and most
recently manufacturing and tourism (South Carolina State Library, 2014). Alongside with
political and economic growth, South Carolina also saw many social changes during the Civil
Rights Movement (Neet, 2015).
South Carolina is generally defined according to four distinct geographic regions. These
regions include the lowcountry, midlands, Pee Dee, and the Upstate. (Neet, 2015)The lowcountry
is the coastal area south of Pawleys Island (Neet, 2015). Midlands encompass the central part of
the state (Neet, 2015). Pee Dee represents the northeast part of the state, including the coastal
Grand Strand area (Neet, 2015). Last, the Upstate contains the northwest part of the state,
including areas of the Appalachian Mountains (Neet, 2015).
Since South Carolina has such a varied topographic landscape it comprises coastal
habitats, rolling sand hills, mountainous terrain, forests, wetlands/swamps, agricultural areas and
more (Neet, 2015). Additionally, this varied geography comprises three large city/metropolitan
areas that contribute to the urban makeup of South Carolina: Greenville/Spartanburg of the
Upstate, the Columbia area in the Midlands, and the Charleston area of the Lowcountry (Neet,
2015). Starting in the 1990’s there was a strategic revitalization of these urban areas, especially
of Greenville in the Upstate, to invest in the downtown areas to utilize abandoned components of
the textile industry to repurpose urban spaces (Arogundade, 2021). This revitalization and
repurposing of urban spaces has occurred in large part due to the population increase in the state
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(Neet, 2015). With this massive increase in population throughout South Carolina, urban and
rural thresholds are becoming blurred and the consequences of urban sprawl are expanding and
exacerbating unresolved issues of conservation and environmental justice (Arogundad, 2021).
Environmental (In)Justice In Greenville and Spartanburg
Greenville and Spartanburg represent the urban areas of the Upstate. As such, they have
complex histories of racism and segregation that play an increasingly interesting role in how
these areas are being developed. While both areas have their own histories, both represent similar
phenomena that are occurring in many other urban areas in the South. In many cases,
segregationist policy has persisted in the wake of urban sprawl and greening of cities such as
Greenville and Spartanburg through gentrification, and their present issues are indicative of the
struggle and possible solutions that could be applied generally in other developing metropolitan
areas in the South.
For the purposes of exploring environmental justice history in Spartanburg, SC, I will
talk specifically about an internationally recognized community in terms of environmental
justice: Arkwright, South Carolina. Decades of unrestricted and unrestrained growth, industrial
pollution, and unequal waste management practices transformed Arkwright into a toxic
community (Gutkowski, 2020). Arkwright exemplifies the history and present day concerns of
environmental justice because it shows exactly how environmental hazards become
disproportionately concentrated in communities of color (Gutkowski, 2020).
Starting in the 1890’s was the birth of the textile industry in Spartanburg which attempted
to fill the economic niche left from slavery as, “Spartans attempted to escape the vicious cycle of
debt and poverty that defined tenant farm labor.” (Gutkowski, 2020, p. 930) The “New South” in
turn accepted pollution in exchange for progress by fostering economic development and
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dependency on the textile industry (Gutkowski, 2020). African Americans were not permitted to
work in these textile mills, but were restricted to areas, such as Arkwright neighborhoods, which
bore the brunt of textile mill, landfill, and waste management facility establishments (Gutkowski,
2020). This inevitably led to economic flourishing and the creation of ‘Mill Villages’ where
white people created prospering neighborhoods, schools, and communities, and conveniently
placed the toxic environments outside of the segregated lines in low-income, minority
neighborhoods (Arogundade, 2021). Today, Arkwright is home to two SuperFund sites and a still
devastated low-income community of minority people who were restricted from the economic
development of the textile mill era and still suffer the health and economic consequences and
lack of revitalization caused by unrestricted toxic dumping and lack of interest to clean up these
areas for the purpose of revitalization (Gutkowski, 2020).
Similar to the history of Spartanburg, the city of Greenville was heavily involved in the
textile industry. In the 1950’s, Greenville was considered the textile capital of the South and by
the 1960’s Greenville regarded itself as the textile capital of the world (Ghartley, 2019). By 1929
there were 16 major cotton mills, two major bleaching and finishing mills, and one of these mills
was considered the largest textile mill under one roof in the entire world, Woodside Mille, and all
of which were within three miles of downtown Greenville (Greenville Historical Society, 2020).
In the 1970’s, due to surges in labor and material costs and competitive increases in global textile
technology, the mills in the Upstate could not keep up and many were closed and sold
(Arogundade, 2021). The closing of these mills devastated communities in the Upstate as many
other businesses closed, forcing many workers to move to find work elsewhere (Arogundade,
2021). This resulted in communities with abandoned facilities and dilapidated housing for
decades (Gutkowski, 2020).
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Current Environmental Justice and Sustainability Concerns in the Upstate
As previously mentioned, the 1990’s marked the start of strategic revitalization of many
areas of South Carolina, and this was most abundantly seen in the Upstate (Arogundade, 2021).
Now, and for the past decade, Greenville has been voted in the top ten best places to live in the
U.S. (LaFleur, 2019) and previously abandoned mills and mill villages are now repurposed as
restaurants, apartments, breweries, and other trendy store fronts (Arogundade, 2021). This new
wave of repurposing and prosperity is leaving certain populations behind, however, and as a
result has brought on a thick wave of gentrification (Furman University; United Way, 2019).
Gentrification can be defined as a type of neighborhood change caused by increases in
the number of higher income households moving into an area and therefore replacing
lower-income ones (Arogundade, 2021). Moreover, gentrification is, “... a form of neighborhood
change driven by a complex interaction between historic practices that created and reinforced
disinvestment in low-income communities and communities of color and modern investment
patterns that are now radically reshaping the economic conditions in those same communities.”
(Arogundade, 2021, p.98). Furthermore, environmental or ‘green’ gentrification represents the
convergence of urban redevelopment, ecologically-minded initiatives, and environmental justice
activism in an era of advanced capitalism (Checker, 2011).
Green Gentrification
Recent changes in the Upstate, although a significantly smaller metropolitan area,
resemble the trends recognized by Checker (2011) who wrote about the ‘Green-Wave’ and
relentless gentrification that occurred when community leaders targeted greening and
beautification of Harlem, New York. Checker’s (2011) review of the green wave in Harlem, she
recognized that the root of present day gentrification stemmed from environmental injustice in
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Harlem which previously, and still today, bears the brunt of Manhattan’s toxic waste. However,
with the swift development of all of Manhattan, city developers turned to the revitalization of
Harlem by pushing urban green space (Checker, 2011). This represented a cultural response to
urbanization we see in the Upstate as well. This cultural response is similar to historical anxieties
to urban development where city planners turn to enlightenment ideals of nature (Page, 2001)
and see nature, including parks, as the cure to urban growth and industrialization’s social ills
(Checker, 2011).
With this greening perpetuated by the establishment of parks and other examples of urban
green space comes increased housing prices and overall replacement of low-income housing with
elite and higher-income housing (Kruize et al., 2019). In Harlem, these ‘green amenities’ both
signaled and facilitated Harlem’s new elitism (Checker, 2011). This is exemplified by houses
with green amenities and infrastructure selling at 35% higher market price compared to
otherwise comparable housing without such green amenities (Checker, 2011). Therefore, we see
a trend that with greening and beautification of metropolitan areas we often see simultaneous
whitening of people who are able to afford living there. With this in mind, it is more easy to
understand that in Harlem and in the Upstate, many people who are living in these communities
being targeted by revitalization and urban greening are opposed. This is because they are aware
that they will be pushed out of their communities if they are made greener due to increases in
rental burdens and housing taxes (Arogundade, 2021).
Eco Elitism
The sum of this phenomenon can be regarded as eco elitism (Checker, 2011), and while
unconsciously present for the most part because there are general health and economic benefits
to green infrastructure in growing communities, it is of massive concern (Arogundade, 2021). It
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is essential for people in these growing communities in the Upstate, and all around the country to
be mindful of the question, for whom do green amenities make a community more sustainable?
(Checker, 2011).
This question comes to a head today in the city of Greenville with the establishment of a
new and very large urban park being developed: Unity Park. Unity Park is a 60-acre urban park
that is being developed in West Greenville which is home to the historic Mill Villages and most
of the affordable housing still available in the city of Greenville (Arogundade, 2021). There are
many concerns from the community that this park, which is such a massive greening initiative,
will increase the property values in the last sector of affordable housing in the area, and will
therefore increase gentrification pressures (Arogundade, 2021). The only example of city
consideration of these pressures was the acquisition of adjacent, undeveloped land that will be
set aside specifically for the purpose of affordable housing development (Arogundade, 2021).
Ecojustice and the Upstate
It is clear that the Upstate, and many metropolitan areas similar to the Upstate, are under
immense pressure to find a balanced and holistic way to sustainably develop. This sustainable
development needs to consider how to promote conservation of essential ecosystem services,
provide urban green space benefits, all while making sure to do this in a way that allows
communities that need these services the most to have access and not be pushed out of their
neighborhoods. In other words, it is evident that current conservation, economic development, or
environmental justice efforts are able to achieve an overarching solution.
Conclusion
After completing this literature review, readers can understand the unequivocally
complicated nuances to addressing the environmental and cultural crises in Greenville, South
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Carolina. Moreover, that an ecojustice education framework could provide the tools, vocabulary,
and concepts that link these issues together. Therefore, it is the goal of the following chapters of
this capstone to explain, plan, and facilitate a workshop that educates members of the Upstate on
ecojustice, interconnected issues in the Upstate, and manageable ways to assist the community to
develop well. It is the contention of this capstone that an ecojustice education framework is the
most effective mechanism to teach people to advocate for justice for the environment and
community culture in a way that will maintain intergenerational equity and conservation of the
unique character of the Upstate.
In the following chapter of this capstone, the methodology by which conversation
surrounding this information to people in my community will be addressed. The questions,
history, and theory addressed in this literature review will be presented to diverse stakeholders to
get an idea of how ecojustice education can unite conservation conversations in the Upstate.
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CHAPTER THREE
PROJECT DESIGN
Purpose
The purpose of my capstone project was to engage diverse stakeholders in the Upstate on
issues and solutions pertaining to ecojustice, social justice and conservation by posing the
question, of how can an ecojustice education framework help address environmental equity in
the Upstate of South Carolina? Additionally, aside from the educational importance, it was the
interest of my project to understand how concepts translate to knowledge, attitude, and
behavioral changes. These changes resulting from ecojustice education involve three distinct
groups: undergraduate students, conservation professionals, and social justice advocates. These
stakeholder groups were chosen in order to develop organizational and educational links between
different advocacy groups. The most significant objective of this project was to ground advocacy
conversation amongst groups who pursue justice for the environment and minority groups and to
introduce the next generation of advocates, undergraduate college students, to the arena of
diverse stakeholder engagement.
The project consisted of two in-person sessions, each two hours long with varying and
diverse stakeholder groups. The groups that participated in these sessions are referred to as the
“Ecojustice Co-Learning Groups”. I had the privilege of working with Dr. Quinn at Furman
University who helped me design and facilitate intentional information and techniques designed
to unite and foster conversation and action. The remaining portions of this chapter will discuss
the principles that were the foundation of my project, descriptions of the project background,
methods, participants, and timeline of this project for completion.
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Guiding Principles
My project on Ecojustice Co-Learning Groups emerged from the theory that conservation
is based on the fundamental objectives, articulating wishes and concerns, and considering the
social, environmental, and economic objectives of a project. This means that during the planning
process of a conservation initiative, there needs to be more emphasis on the basic reason for
caring about the problem. A lot of the time, there isn’t a coordinated and interdisciplinary
approach to the analysis of conservation strategy. The research and theory written by Craig
Groves and Edward Game (2015) is a sizable improvement to conservation implementation
through establishing fundamental objectives, articulating wishes and concerns, and considering
the social, environmental, and economic objectives (Groves & Game, 2015).
Groves and Game outline several specific reasons as to why fundamental objectives need
to be the focus of conservation implementation: reflect values, not science, encompass the values
of all stakeholders, evaluate the desirability of different outcomes and actions, keeps the planning
process open to new ideas and alternative solutions, maintains the focus on what we actually care
about (Groves & Game, 2015).
With this in mind, it was the objective of these workshops to allow the participants who
are the true stakeholders of conservation in the Upstate to develop fundamental objectives and
utilize this theory to develop action statements. These action statements included two
components supplied by participants: the things that matter and the direction they want to go.
After developing an action statement, it was important for participants to articulate their own
wishes and concerns related to the topic. Additionally, it was my responsibility as the facilitator
to encourage social, environmental, and economic objectives associated with the action
statement and obtain subjective feedback from participants. This component was accomplished
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through the use of discussion packets. Each participant was given their own discussion packet
that listed useful definitions such as ecojustice, urban sprawl, and others. Additionally, it
included all small and large group questions posed throughout the workshop. Participants were
encouraged to answer these questions through conversation with their Ecojustice Co-Learning
Groups and take notes of important components of their discussion. Lastly, a survey was
administered to all participants following the completion of the workshop to gain insight into
participants’ perceived importance of this material and the likelihood that this would inform,
change, or motivate their attitudes or actions surrounding these topics.
Another theoretical component that guided this project was the research done by Scott A.
Morrison, mentioned in Chapter 2 within the Ecojustice section. Morrison’s research gave clear
insight into how to properly conduct ecojustice education within a workshop setting (Morrison,
2018). Morrison detailed the importance of positionality, reframing Westernized culture, and
understanding that internalization of ecojustice concepts takes time that requires both intellectual
and psychological exercise (Morrison, 2018). With this in mind, my project was extremely
conscientious of the time it takes to translate this knowledge to attitude and behavioral change.
Additionally, it placed a firm emphasis on small group discussions in order to maintain an
environment where people can feel comfortable, free from judgment, and able to ground their
experiences and wishes for conservation in the community.
Project Background
The Upstate has gone through significant changes in the past couple of decades, and
development of this area is not slowing down. With this rapidly changing environment, questions
surrounding environmental readiness and social justice awareness are paramount. Currently,
there are several groups working in the area to combat different aspects of this evolving area and
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its issues. Organizations such as Upstate Forever, Save our Saluda, Friends of the Reedy River,
and Furman University are working tirelessly to preserve the remaining undeveloped land and to
restore already depleted areas through the implementation of Best Management Practices
(BMPs) to help improve water quality and land viability. In conjunction with these
environmental efforts, social justice groups such as the Urban League of the Upstate, Ten at the
Top, Hispanic Alliance, and Greenville Housing Fund are working to promote awareness and
advocacy surrounding vulnerable communities in the Upstate that are most at risk from
unchecked development.
Talking with and amongst the different stakeholder groups in the Upstate, there is a need
for united effort and advocacy in these areas. Currently, all groups are working to champion
issues related to ecojustice, but very few are working together to create a united front and to
unanimously understand the needs, both environmental and social, of the Upstate. With this in
mind, many young professionals invested in the viability of the unique character of the Upstate
seek an interdisciplinary approach to engaging these issues. Therefore, it was the aim of this
project to introduce an intersectional advocacy framework, ecojustice, to foreground
conversations and to help establish ties amongst the different organizations and stakeholders in
this area.
Setting and Participants
The workshop series took place in a community room owned by a local Feed and Seed
non profit organization, Feed and Seed Co. This organization was the ideal location to host an
ecojustice education workshop because its mission is, “... to improve the health and well-being of
all citizens by increasing access to nourishing local foods and establishing a truly sustainable
food system built on profitable farms and independent markets.” Along with hosting these
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Ecojustice Co-Learning Groups, Feed and Seed Co. provided a lunch sourced from local farms.
However, this was also an interesting group to work with because they might unfortunately be a
driver of some ecojustice issues. This is because this organization previously planned to establish
their business in Unity Park. Today, this organization has its storefront, facility, and offices in
Judson Mill, previously the largest textile mill in the city of Greenville and the world until the
1950s.
There were two workshops total that will be two hours in length. Each session hosted
different stakeholder groups of the Upstate. Previously, it was my intention to separate the
different stakeholder groups into their own workshop days. However, after some contemplation,
I decided on mixed groups to foster interdisciplinary conversation and help the participants make
connections across institutional boundaries.
Planning and Design
To guide the planning and design of this workshop series, I combined the knowledge and
recommendations made by Groves and Game and Morrison. I began the workshop by giving an
overview of the theory, application, necessary terminology, and history of the Upstate of South
Carolina. Throughout the presentation I split the Ecojustice Co-Learning Groups into small
groups of 2-3 individuals to discuss concepts and to develop questions. From there I gave three
examples of ecojustice issues in the Upstate: Unity Park, City of Greenville Tree Ordinance, and
Bramlett Clean Up Site. In those small groups I posed the questions to help individuals discuss
the fundamental, environmental, social, and economic objectives. Additionally, each group was
responsible for developing their own respective action statements and to make a list of their
primary wishes and concerns.
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After the first hour of presentations and small group discussions, we took a break to have
lunch provided by Feed and Seed Co. During this lunch, a representative of the Feed and Seed
Co. Celia Castellano gave a brief summary of the organization and how its values align with an
ecojustice education framework. After lunch, we used the remainder of the workshop time to
have an open discussion about what the small groups determined and make connections between
the participants.
The final component of this project was a short survey available on a screen in the
workshop, and was also sent out to participants after their Ecojustice Co-Learning Group
session. The purpose of this survey was to get an understanding of the knowledge, attitudes, and
behaviors that may have changed resulting from the workshop series. This helped to inform me
of the effectiveness of my methods and the takeaways participants were able to find by
participating.
Timeline
This project came together over the span of five months from January to May of 2022. A
workshop series was selected because I do not work in a traditional educational setting and this
was the best mechanism I could think of to implement an ecojustice education project. The
implementation of this workshop was held throughout the summer of 2022. Planning and
preparation took place in May, facilitation in June, and synthesis of data and experiences in July.
The participants were representative of undergraduate students, conservation professionals, and
social justice advocates. The workshops were held on June 7th and 8th from 11am-1pm.
Summary
The third chapter, methodology, was written to explain the purpose of this project based
off of the research done in the literature review of this capstone. Additionally, this chapter
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outlined the theory and guiding principles that I utilized to develop this workshop series in a way
that will increase awareness and knowledge and shift attitudes and behaviors. Methodology also
focused significantly on properly identifying the ideal location, Feed and Seed Co., and
participants that were diverse and representative of the stakeholder relationships an ecojustice
education framework seeks to foster. Lastly, this chapter informed the reader of the background
of this project and the timeline I utilized to facilitate this workshop series.
In the following chapter I will discuss the results of this workshop series, key takeaways,
and suggestions for future research and projects based off of the results.
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CHAPTER FOUR
REFLECTION
Overview
The purpose of my capstone project was to engage diverse stakeholders in the Upstate on
issues and solutions pertaining to ecojustice, social justice and conservation by posing the
question, of how can an ecojustice education framework help address environmental equity in
the Upstate of South Carolina? Additionally, aside from the educational importance, it was the
interest of my project to understand how concepts translate to knowledge, attitude, and
behavioral changes. The purpose of my project was to bring together individuals from
conservation, social justice, and academia to weigh in on interdisciplinary approaches to
conservation through ecojustice education. Throughout the capstone process, I have learned that
ecojustice application, and translation to conservation is very sparse. Additionally, I have
witnessed that individuals working in these sectors see immense value in interdisciplinary
approaches to conservation through an ecojustice education framework. The research I collected
for my capstone project came from ecojustice workshops where I hosted diverse stakeholder
discussions that produced data in the form of hand-written handouts and virtual surveys. As a
researcher of ecojustice and conservation, it has been particularly important to provide
opportunities for various stakeholders to communicate and collaborate on interdisciplinary and
holistic solutions through conservation in the Upstate.
Major Learnings
The writing and project facilitation process has been enlightening and equally
challenging. First, it proved to be a challenging task to have compelling and research-supported
links between ecojustice and conservation. To better support this research question, I had to do a
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lot more research on the topic of environmental justice. While this was initially not my desire,
this proved to be the most concrete and intentional way to unite my topics of interest, all while
grounding this research much more firmly in the location of interest; the Upstate of South
Carolina. In summary, throughout the literature review process, I was surprised and inspired by
the way my perception and understanding of this research question evolved as I walked through
philosophy, education, history, and scientific theory. While this project encapsulates many
academic components to bring this research to life, I truly think there is something of value in
this work for anyone who desires to solve some of the world’s problems.
The second major takeaway from this research experience are the many new connections
I have with people championing the changes I so desperately seek in my area. While having a
workshop for this research was a somewhat natural choice, I was profoundly humbled by the
diverse and multitude of people in the Upstate from varying backgrounds, professions, and walks
of life that chose to attend a workshop for a person they didn’t know and be intentional,
vulnerable, and absolutely inspiring with how they intend to utilize the knowledge from their
workshop experience. In many unexpected and humbling ways, I think I learned as much from
my participants as they might have learned from my workshops.
Lastly, with every project that I have done before I did so with the expectation that the
completion of said project would be the end of whatever journey that I had taken to accomplish
that project. Contrarily, this capstone project experience appears to be just the beginning of a lot
of relationships and future projects in the Upstate to happen in years to come. While I will
complete this capstone with a lot of joy and satisfaction, I am overjoyed to continue asking this
question, and helping it evolve to create a better Upstate, one good conversation, goal, and
project at a time.
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Workshop Results
As mentioned previously, data collected for this capstone project came in the form of
hand-written answers and testimonials in response to the small group questions posed throughout
my workshop presentation. In total, there were four small group discussion opportunities with
one to four questions for participants to answer and discuss with their Ecojustice Co-Learning
Groups. The second form of data collection was through virtual surveys completed by
participants after the completion of the workshop. This survey was anonymous and aimed at
assessing knowledge, attitude, and behavior changes of participants following their involvement
in the workshop.
Handout Data
This data was collected from the 27 total participants who filled out all or parts of the
handout packet for the Ecojustice Co-Learning discussions. To share both specific and
overarching ideas, I compiled key words and phrases and direct quotes from all of the packets,
and condensed them by question. The results of that process are summarized below.
Discussion 1: Ecojustice
What aspects of ecojustice do you recognize in your work, community, relationships,
or personal life?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Importance of educating elected officials
● Culture meets conservation
● Public transportation
● Common mobility
● Local Food Access
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● Energy Ethics
● Affordable housing
● Access to green space
● Challenging traditional power structures
Direct Quotes:
● “Root of the problem and value hierarchised thinking need to be understood to
dismantle an unsustainable system.”
● “Greenville County is struggling to stay green.”
● “Striking a balance between two demands. My field, conservation biology tends
to have a bias for biodiversity but more recently has moved to an ecojustice
framework. Not always! But it is more of a part of conservation.”
● “I am trying to break down value-hierarchized thinking in my own life, and
getting the people I care about to recognize that we have been conditioned to
think this way.”
● “Cultural commons → we have westernized the world, perpetuating colonialistic
ideals and capitalistic systems. There are other (and better) ways to live.”
Discussion Two: Ecojustice and Environmental Justice
1. What comes to mind when you consider environmental justice?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Concentrated poverty
● Infrastructure on the natural environment
● Unfavorable locations for affordable housing
● Denmark, South Carolina
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● Kinder-Morgan oil spill
● Tree canopy
● Superfund sites
● Air and water quality
● Poorer neighborhoods have more pollution
● Gentrification
Direct Quotes:
● “Disproportionate concentration of ecosystem costs on disenfranchised people.”
● “Environment only has value in the lens of people, not inherent value.”
● “Minority communities are disproportionately affected by climate change. This is
because they don’t have the power, resources, etc., to fight back.”
● “The intersectionality between justice for under valued communities and justice
for the environment and the effects.”
● “Unity Park’s history in segregation of green spaces.”
● “The disparity between who faces the brunt of ecological damage caused by
corporations and affluent populations.”
2. How does ecojustice compare to environmental justice?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Holistic ecojustice encompasses environmental justice
● Ecojustice is broad and environmental justice is specific
● Environmental justice is application of ecojustice
● Theory versus action
● Ecojustice is holistic and de-siloing
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● Ecojustice restores the commons versus environmental justice which restore the
balance of environmental burdens
Direct Quotes:
● “Ecojustice seems to focus more on the values of natural resources and the
theoretical ideas of environmentalism, whereas environmental justice is more
realistic in that it discusses specific interactions between ecology and
communities.”
● “Ecojustice is the whole system while environmental justice is human-centered;
environmental justice is a subfield or concept of the overarching ecojustice
movement.”
● “The difference between environmental justice and ecojustice derives from power
dynamics and intent.”
3. Why is it important to distinguish the difference?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Ecojustice, the environment is the main character versus environmental justice’s
main character is human
● Bridges the gap between human need and environmental need
● Power and intent
● Actionability
● Different goals
● Need to develop more balanced societies
● Underlying motives and goals
Direct Quotes:
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● “Without valuing people first it is not going to be equitable.”
● “We need to break down that hierarchical thinking; the environment itself is just
as valuable, if not more, than us.”
● With environmental justice it’s more about tackling one issue at a time, but
ecojustice works on connecting the social justice groups and environmental
groups.”
● “To allow us to give equal consideration to both human/social and environmental
impacts as far as who the justice is for; and understanding that the two work
hand-in-hand.”
● “Knowing the goal because both concepts ultimately have different goals or
achievements so to acknowledge their difference you can attribute more effective
application.”
4. What aspects of these fields are components of your own lives, study, and work?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Anthropocentric versus ecocentric research
● Environmental protection for the environment’s sake
● Poor development/growth
● Striking a balance
● Value of water
● Passion for equality, environment, and people
Direct Quotes:
● “Candidly, environmental justice probably doesn’t have a significant direct impact
on anyone in this room, but is central to many of our studies and initiatives which
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hopefully can be addressed, making efforts accessible to the people who are
actually being affected.”
● “Both can be used in the public transit sector. Is installing infrastructure better for
whom? Humans or wildlife? Also, how will a bus stop in a neighborhood affect
the surrounding area? Is pollution worth the mobility it grants?”
Discussion Three: Ecojustice, Environmental Justice, and Conservation
1. Can we adequately conserve the Upstate without considering human dimensions?
Especially the most vulnerable groups of people?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Human dimensions are necessary and unavoidable
● Connecting conservation, city and county panning, and economic development
● Should it? No, not without an ecojustice approach.
Direct Quotes:
● “Yes and no. Yes, if we ignore NIMBYS. No, we can’t ignore the most
vulnerable.”
● “No, if conservation is more broad than biodiversity.”
● “Academically, yes. Practically, very difficult because without human
involvement and care no change will take place.”
● “No, conservation efforts still tend to benefit those who can afford access to those
areas and can often even negatively impact those most vulnerable communities
that would benefit the most. Needs to be a mutual planning effort that takes all
into account.”
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2. Do you see a distinction between ecojustice and environmental justice in terms of
conservation application?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Ecojustice encompasses environmental and human dimensions of conservation
more than environmental justice
● Ecojustice elevates people and the environment equally
● Justice for whom?
● More clear connection between ecojustice and conservation as opposed to
environmental justice
● Cultural versus environmental conservation
● Ecojustice is the theory and conservation is the tool
Direct Quotes:
● “I see ecojustice as being more a conservation focus than environmental justice
because environmental justice focuses more on social issues caused by
environmental problems and ecojustice more as how can we conserve without
having significant social trade offs.”
● “Conservation science application inadvertently negates environmental justice;
even removing conservation from communities, it increases the likelihood of
eventual urban sprawl and decreased environmental justice. But, in terms of
conservation science, I think the concepts of ecojustice and environmental justice
blend together more in terms of their goals than in comparison to when they stand
alone.”
Discussion 4: The Upstate
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1. How could an ecojustice framework enhance/progress these projects? (Unity
Park, Greenville Tree Ordinance, and Bramlett Cleanup)
Keywords/Phrases:
● Introduce a different value system
● Meeting environmental and community needs
● Balancing investment and infrastructure
● Bringing different groups to the table
● Who is/should be responsible for a cleanup?
Direct Quotes:
● “All aspects and all stakeholders will be considered and solutions could be more
comprehensive and inclusive.”
● “Cost-benefit analysis of both ecosystem services and cultural benefits.”
● “This could add equality and voice to all sides.”
● “An ecojustice framework brings a value system different from those contributing
to the initial injustice. Dignity would be brought to the exploited site.”
2. Could an ecojustice lens impact the projects you work with?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Community tax
● Sustainable agriculture research
● Scenario planning
● Unintentional application of ecojustice values
● Bring other stakeholders to the table
● Preserving and improving land for residents
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Direct Quotes:
● “Yes, but I feel like in terms of the public transportation sector, environmental
justice is more prevalent.”
● “Stakeholders like Upstate Forever, River Keeper Alliance, Nature Conservancy,
etc., bring this lens to the discussion. Still a tough sell for economic water use
sectors.”
3. If not to help your own projects, could ecojustice be useful in terms of
demystifying the intersections between environmental and social issues and
solutions?
Keywords/Phrases:
● Educational tool
● Interdependence of systems
Direct Quotes:
● “Ecojustice is definitely useful/essential to create solutions that consider
environmental, social, and cultural implications.”
● Yes, but it will be difficult to get the general population to regram their way of
thinking without disrupting their lives. People like to be comfortable.”
● Coupling them together highlights who is affected, why they are affected, and the
need to fix it.”
Survey Data
Out of the 27 total participants, I received 15 participant evaluations of the workshop.
The feedback I received communicated what I had hoped participants would get out of this
experience: that it informed their knowledge of these topics, it molded some attitudes concerning
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the importance and application of these topics, and that they intend to utilize this knowledge to
enhance their work and studies. Visit Appendix A to view all participant feedback data.
Impact
The impact of this research has already surpassed any expectations I had for this capstone
project. I had intended this to mark the beginning of conversations among different stakeholders
in the Upstate, but this has blossomed into something greater and more hopeful. First, I have
been asked by several organizations with whom members of their staff participated in my
workshops, to visit their organizations to present this workshop. Additionally, it has been
requested that I work with another nonprofit organization to assist the Upstate Professional
Planners Group to assist with the incorporation of ecojustice principles. Moreover, I plan to
present my research and workshop information to the staff of Upstate Forever, my professional
organization this October. Lastly, I had the privilege of being interviewed by another nonprofit,
State of Inclusion, for a podcast solely about this capstone project. You can listen to this podcast
by using the following link:
https://stateofinclusion.simplecast.com/episodes/eco-justice-justice-for-whom
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With all of this to look forward to, I think it is correct to say that the impact of this
research will be instrumental in uniting social justice and environmental conservation groups in
the Upstate. It will be utilized to help stakeholders find common ground in language and
application. An ecojustice framework will lend itself directly to many new connections and
solutions to be developed in the Upstate.
Limitations
One major limitation of my research is that this was a relatively small scale workshop
series. Since I am not doing this workshop with any affiliation with groups working in the
Upstate, I could not cast a very broad net to attract more participants. Additionally, to be
respectful of participants’ schedules, I kept the length of the workshop at two hours. I think that
with more time there could be more specific and unified goals laid out by the participants.
Overall, I was able to get direct and intentional feedback from the Ecojustice Co-Learning
Groups, but I think more concrete action could have been developed with additional time for the
entire group to discuss the information.
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Another major limitation of this research was that it was specific to the Upstate of South
Carolina. Therefore, a lot of the information and examples are oriented towards a nuanced
audience. With this, I understand that it does not make this information and research as a whole
as easily transferable or understandable to audiences unfamiliar with the Upstate. Additionally,
while some of these concepts and overall phenomena could be similar to other places, it would
be difficult for other regions outside of the Southeast to be able to translate this information
easily to their own area.
Lastly, this research was very limited with respect to the fact that it is the first to question
the actionability of ecojustice theory outside of education. Therefore, much of the small group
discussion and participant feedback questions were oriented towards understanding participants'
perceptions of this topic rather than concrete action ideas.
Future Research
It is my hope that future research will be done on the actionability of ecojustice theory. I
think there are a lot of ways that the actionability of ecojustice theory can be researched, but my
research was limited due to my specific interest in conservation itself. Moreover, I think there
needs to be more people who work in the environmental justice sector to weigh in on how
ecojustice measures up to environmental justice. While I researched the differences and
similarities extensively, there was very little material to work with. I hope future research can
change that. Lastly, there is a lot of opportunity to look at ecojustice and conservation within the
context of other regions besides the Southeast. While segregationist history might not be such a
significant foundation for other research, I would be interested to see ecojustice and conservation
discussed within the context of other issues pertaining to inigenous rights, sexism, and more.
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Conclusion
This project marks what I hope is just the beginning of ecojustice and conservation
research. Even on such a localized and specific scale this project has been met with optimism,
compassion, and opportunity. While I understand that the cultural climate of our county is
ever-changing, and the events of Summer 2020 will slowly fade into the background, I hope this
project, among other initiatives oriented towards enlightening people about justice, opens the
door for more people to thoughtfully and confidently seek a better and more inclusive idea of
what conservation can look like if we remember to ask who justice is for.
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Appendix A:
Participant Evaluation Survey Data
1. Was the time invested listening and participating in this workshop valuable to you? If so,
please explain what aspects intrigued you.
Answers:
● Bringing various stakeholders to the table that I would not have precisely thought
about.
● It was valuable. Ecojustice and environmental justice are things we should be
more engaged with in our organization. Green gentrification was new and
interesting as well as some of the EJ issues in the upstate.
● Yes! I wasn’t familiar with the difference between eco-justice and environmental
justice before this workshop. I appreciated the discussion and really thinking more
critically about these topics, and also learning about some local issues.
● Yes, it was very helpful to hear different voices
● Yes, absolutely! I really enjoyed learning about ecojustice and I think that one of
the most valuable lessons was that we should be focusing on making sure things
are better from the start. Intentionally planning is better than trying to catch up.
● It was extremely valuable. I had no idea the difference between ecojustice and
environmental justice!
● Absolutely! Very interesting topic and important distinctions made. I think many
industries would benefit from learning more from a workshop or even a paper/pdf
learning tool of some sort.
● Very valuable. Distinguishing the difference between ecojustice and
environmental justice is critical in applying these concepts to sustainable solutions
in a way that makes them effective, equitable, and comprehensive. We need to
consider all aspects of an issue, which means considering the cultural, social, and
environmental implications a solution may have.
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● Yes- helps me reframe some of the conversations we’ve been having as an
organization lately (Bramlett, Unity Park restoration, UDO Tree Ordinance) to
better advocate for an ecojustice perspective.
● Yes! It was helpful to learn the terms and mental framework for evaluating
environmental decisionmaking within the framework of ecojustice.
● Yes, i definitely came away with new knowledge
● great to meet and discuss this topic with like-minded group
● Yes. Defining terms like ecojustice and answering the discussion questions in
small groups were what was valuable to me.
● As someone who has spent 20+ years in the environmental field I was really
interested in the difference between eco justice and environmental justice.
2. Does learning about ecojustice change the way you perceive conservation in the Upstate?
Please explain why.
Answers:
● Yes, it’s a lot more complicated! And will take many people working together to
make a dent.
● I'm unsure at this point if it changed my perception. I enjoy getting to work with
conservation and environmental groups. It made me think about the topic and
issues certainly.
● Yes. It provides a new lens through which to view conservation actions, especially
in terms of considering who or what is being given higher priority in some
decisions. It’ll make me think a little more carefully about how conservation
efforts can impact communities, and how those communities’ needs can be
balanced with environmental needs.
● Perhaps, if we can build better coalitions
● Definitely! We need to pool resources together from environmental realms and
social justice realms to improve conservation and preservation projects.
● Yes! We need more people to advocate for conservation that actually works with
the people rather than against them.
● I do! I’ve learned a little in my major at Furman, but it’s interesting to learn a little
more about the past of conservation, especially relating to the Upstate.
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● Yes, thinking about how the environment and people can synonymously be
considered is an important paradigm shift from people first or environmental first
thinking.
● I don’t know that it changes it, but it did reinforce my knowledge that vulnerable
populations and many cultural implications are often not considered in these
projects and need to be integrated more into these solutions.
● Yes— introduces some questions of what motivates conservation in the upstate
and if this should continue to be the motivation or if it needs to be reframed
(probably, yes).
● Absolutely. My understanding of ecojustice will inform how I view infrastructure
development in particular
● Yes, I think we conserve as a tool for environmental justice but not necessarily
eco justice.
● Yes - loved learning about some of the terms and concepts as well as how to apply
them to conservation in our communities
● Not necessarily but it does change the terms I will use in the future to be more
encompassing.
● I didn't fully understand the difference and this workshop helped to inform how I
have approached these two concepts during my personal and professional life.
3. What would you like to see as the next step to applying ecojustice in the Upstate?
Answers:
● Government level interest
● Public awareness maybe. Bridging the public divide is difficult as you discussed
with our group and the Bramlett - Broad issue. Our engagement and outreach
efforts with stakeholders is a similar challenge.
● I think just more thoughtful and intentional efforts to bring diverse stakeholders to
the discussion when considering conservation actions.
● A formal workgroup with members of nonprofits in the region
● Requirements that ecojustice perspectives be included in the continued
development of the Upstate
● I would love to see more development projects have groups involved in ecojustice
that are consulted.
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● Steps to how to reach out to others and help them learn more about ecojustice!
● How could industries apply this type of workshop into organizational strategic
planning? I think this information would be paramount to consider for future
directions of organizations and how both people and environmental factors are
considered together.
● Educate city planners and other development/real estate stakeholders on the
importance of eco justice and how it can and should be applied to solutions
● More organizations assert themselves to provide a voice for eco Justice, even
when not invited.
● More open and public discussions around decisionmaking and ecojustice
● Conservation organizations implementing eco justice within their strategic plans
and developing or utilizing tools to ensure they’re carrying this out.
● Continued dialogue --> moving into action, inform and adjust focus of current
organizations
● A greater understanding of the term ecojustice and use in Upstate conservation
discussions.
● Use this concept to inform our land use policies in the region.
4. How do you plan to utilize the information you used at this workshop?
Answers:
● Find ways for our Water Center to be more involved in these areas perhaps. This
is becoming more important to our national group of water resource
institutes/centers. Funding is usually the main obstacle to working on these or
similar issues.
● In my own work, I’ll be more aware and considerate of the value hierarchy in
program objectives and practices, and perhaps how those values may be better
balanced in some aspects!
● Continues learning and co versátiles, followed by action!
● I will keep everything in mind as I go forward with my research. Nuanced
approaches are key (Thanks, Ben). This will help with cultural considerations as
well as addressing the issues affecting Bucksport.
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● I plan to utilize the information I learned in my upcoming research and overall it
just helps to be more educated on environmental topics when pursuing a
sustainability science degree!
● Keep Rebecca on the team :) explore how ecojustice and water issues can be
integrated to solve problems throughout the Upstate under UF’s umbrella.
● This workshop showed me that it is necessary to be critical of solutions and think
critically about who these solutions are being created for
● I’m interested in taking this to the FoRR Board as we proceed with development
oppositions and a developer checklist (you’ll be involved in this as part of the
TC!).
● This will deeply inform my work as a hydrologist. Every step of the process,
including problem definition, methods, communication of results, and all need to
be evaluated within the context of ecojustice
● Discuss with local partners when conservation discussions are being had
● Not sure yet - most likely next step is to interview Rebecca on my podcast and
continue to learn and share what I learn
● I plan to use the information from the workshop in problem solving in future jobs.
● Incorporate it into how we shape our goals at Upstate Forever.

